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ABSTRACT 

To gather data on trends in f inane ia 1 aid, the 
University and Community College System of Nevada (UCCSN) conducted a 
study of aid awarded to students in 1992-93 and compared findings to 
data from previous years. Study findings revealed thie following: (1) 
financial aid awards to UCCSN students totaled $51,301,498, an 
increase of 17.8% from 1991-92; (2) of the $51 million awarded, 
$29,517,514 (58%) was federal assistance, $12,315,554 (24*/.) was state 
assistance, $9,059,209 (18%) was from private sources, and. $409,221 
(1%) was institutional assistance; (3) $8,093,340 of the 1992-93 aid 
was in the form of student employment, including graduate assistant 
wages; (4) the 4 community colleges in the system expended $6,110,429 
in student financial assistance, of which federal assistance 
comprised $5,101,303 (83%), state aid comprised $647,599 (10%), 
private aid accounted for $290,467 (5%), and institutional assistance 
totaled $71,060 (1%); (5) the two universities in the UCCSN expended 
a total of $45,191,069 in student financial assistance of which 
$24,416,211 (54%) was federal aid, $11,667,955 (26%) was state 
assistance, $8,768,742 (19%) was from private sources, and $338,161 
(1%) was institutional assistance; (6) the percentage of federal aid 
in the form of grants dropped from 27% in 1991-92 to 25% in 1992-93 
at universities, while at community colleges the percentage remained 
constant at 72%; (7) in 1992-93, 50% of the financial aid went to 
need-based funds; and (8) out of the 7,186 students who applied for 
aid, only 3,836 received it. (Fourteen tables of data are appended.) 
(KP) 
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UCCSN STUDENT FINANCIAL AID STUDY, 1992-1993 
Financial aid awards to students attending University and Community College System 
of Nevada (UCCSN) institutions totaled $51,301,498 in 1992-93, an increase of 17.8% from 
199M992. As Table One and Figure One show, $29,517,514 or 58% of the 1992-93 total 
was federal assistance. State assistance totaled $12,315,554 or 24%. Institutional assistance 
totaled $409,221 or 1%. Student financial assistance from private sources totaled $9,059,209 
or 18% of total aid. 

The federal portion of total aid increased from 53% in 1991-92 to 58% in 1992-93. 
State aid decreased from 27% to 24%, while private assistance increased from 16% to 18% 
of total aid expended. 

It should be noted that a considerable portion of state student aid ($8,093,340) is in 
the form of student employment (including graduate assistant wages). Many national 
financial aid studies do not list employment, except the federal work study program, as 
student financial assistance. If student employment funds except the federal work study 
program are excluded from the Nevada data, the total for state aid is $4,222,214, or 10% 
of total aid. In that same instance, federal aid is 68% and private assistance amounts to 
21%. 

As Table Two and Figure Three show, 39% ($20,018,322) of the UCCSN total aid 
was in the form of loans. Grant assistance totaled $13,738,622 or 27% of the total. 
Scholarships accounted for $7,720,038 (15%) and student employment for $9,824,516 (19%) 
of the total. Figure Three displays an increase in the percentage portion of aid awarded in 
the form of loans from 35% to 39% between 1991-92 and 1992-93. Grant aid increased 
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Table One 

Sources of Funding for Student Financial Aid 
1992-1993 





Federal 


State* 


Inst. 


Private 


Total 


Comm. Colleges 


$ 5.101.303 


$ 647,599* 


$ 71,060 


$ 290,467 


$ 6,110,429 


Universities 


$24,416,211 


$11,667,955* 


$338,161 


$8,768,742 


$45,191,069 


UCCSN Totals 


$29,517,514 


$12,315,554* 


$409,221 


$9,059,209 


$51,301,498 



* state totals include student wages ($8,093,340), which most national financial aid studies do not 
consider to be financial aid for comparison purposes. 



Figure One 
Sources of Student Financial Aid 
In Millions 

1991-1992 1992-1993 
(Total $43.3) (Total $51.3) 
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Figure Two 
Sources of Student Financial Aid 
In Millions (Without Student Wages) 



1991-1992 
(Total $35.3) 



Federal 65% 
$22.9 




Private 20% 
$7.1 



State 1 1 % 
$3.7 



Institutional 4% 
$1.5 



1992-1993 
(Total $43.2) 



Federal 68% 
$29.5 




State 10% 
$4.2 



Private 21% 
$9.1 

Institutional 1% 
$0.4 
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Table Two 
Student Financial Aki By Type 
1992-1993 



Scholar- Student 

Loans Grants ships Employment Total 

Comm. Colleges $ 1,157,527 $3,954,216 $317,501 $ 681,185 $6,110,429 

Universities $18,860,795 $9,784,406 $7,402,537 $9,143,331 $45,191,069 

UCCSN Totals $20,018,322 $13,738,622 $7,720,038 $9,824,516 $51,301,498 



Figure Three 
Student Financial Aid By Type 
In Millions 

1991-1992 
(Total $43.3) 



1992-1993 
(Total $51.3) 




Figure Four 
Sources of Student Financial Aid 
Community Colleges (In Millions) 

1991-1992 1992-1993 
(Total $5.25) (Total $6.11) 



Federal $4.4 83% 




from 26% to 27% of the total. Scholarships (17% to 15%) and student employment (22% 
to 19%) decreased as portions of total aid awarded. 

Student Financial Assistance- UCCSN Community Colleges 

The four community colleges expended $6,110,429 in student financial assistance in 
1992-93, an increase of 16.3% from 1991-92. As Table One and Figure Four show, 
$5,101,303 or 83% of the total was federal aid. State assistance totaled $647,599 or 11% of 
the total. Institutional assistance totaled $71,060 or 1% of total aid. Student financial 
assistance from private sources totaled $290,467 or 5% of total aid. 

The community college federal percentage portion remained at 83% of total aid in 
1992-93. State aid increased from 8% to 10%, while private assistance decreased from 7% 
to 5% of total aid expended (Figure Four). 

Nineteen percent (19%), or $1,157,527, of the community college total was in the 
form of loans. Grant assistance totaled $3,954,216 or 65% of the total. Scholarships 
accounted for $317,501 (5%) and student employment for $681,185 (11%) of the totaL 
Percentage portions of aid in these categories remained approximately level between 1991-92 
and 1992-93, as displayed in Figure Five. Data tables for each community college may be 
found in the appendix. 

Student Financial Assistance- UCCSN Universities 

UNLV and UNR expended $45,191,069 in student financial assistance in 1992-93, an 
increase of 18% from 1991-92. As Table Two and Figure Sfac show, of the university total 
for 1992-93 $24,416,211 or 54% was federal aid. State assistance totaled $11,667,955 or 26% 
of the total. Institutional assistance totaled $338,161 or 1% of total aid. Student financial 



Figure Five 
Student Financial Aid By Type 
Community Colleges (In Millions) 
1991-1S92 1992-1993 
(Total $5.25) (Total $6.11) 



Grants 64% 
$3.35 




Figure Six 
Sources of Student Financial Aid 
Universities (In Millions) 



199M992 
(Total $38.3) 



1992^1993 
(Total $45.2) 



Federal 49% 
$18.6 



State 30% 
$11.5 




Federal 54% 
$24.4 




State 26% 
$11.7 



Figure Seven 
Student Financial Aid By Type 
Universities (In Millions) 



199M992 
(Total $38.3) 



1992-1993 
(Total $45.2) 



Grants 21% 
$3 



Scholarships 18% 
$6.9 




Loans 37% 
$14.1 



Loans 42% 
$18.9 



Employment 24% 
$9.2 



Grants 22% 
$9.8 



Scholarships 16% 




Employment 20X 
$9.1 
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assistance from private sources totaled $8,768,742 or 19% of total aid. 

The university federal percentage portion increased from 49% to 54% of total aid 
between 1991-92 and 1992-93. State aid dropped from 30% to 26%, while private aid 
increased from 18% to 19% of total aid expended (Figure Six). 
H As Table Two and Figure Seven show, of the univer2>*ty total of $45,191,069, 42% 

($18,860,795) was in the form of loans. Grant assistance totaled $9,784,406 or 22% of the 
total. Scholarships accounted for $7,402,537 (16%) and student employment for $9,143,331 
m (20%) of the total aid. Figure Seven displays an increase in the percentage portion of aid 

awarded in the form of loans from 37% to 42% between 1991-92 and 1992-93. Percentage 
portions of grant aid increased slightly (from 21% to 22%), while scholarship assistance 
decreased slightly (from 18% to 16%). The percentage portion of employment assistance 
decreased from 24% to 20%. Data tables for each university may be found in the appendix. 

Trends in Federal Student Aid 
The trend to increased dependence on loans rather than grants continues to receive 
much attention in the higher education community. While the Clinton Administration 
pushes innovative direct lending and National Service programs into the spotlight, the very 
real backdrop continues to be that loans, rather than grants, account for the most federal 
H financial aid. If this trend continues, the 1993-94 report will likely show a dip in Pell Grants 

from 1992-93 (and a corresponding increase in loans). This is likely the result of many 
independent students who work being ineligible for Pell Grants under the new federal 
HI criteria implemented in academic year 1993-94. Campus surveys suggest that these very 

students are the majority on Nevada college and university campuses. 
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Figure Eight 
Breakdown of Federal Funds 
Community Colleges 

199M992 
(Total $4,363,504) 



1992-1993 
{Total $5J01,,'503) 



Grants 72% 
^3,143,962 




Loans 22% 
$944,702 



Work Study 6% 
$274,840 



Grants 72% 
$3,654,453 




Loans 22% 
$1,125,893 



Work Study 6% 
$314,109 



Figure Nine 
Bre3kdown of Federal Funds 
Universities (In Millions) 



1991-1992 
(Total $18.6) 



1992-1993 
(Total $24.4) 



Loans 70% 
$12.9 




Loans 72% 
$17.6 



Work Study 3% 
$0.6 



Grants 27% 
$5.04 




Work Study 2% 
$0.6 



Grants 25% 
$6.2 
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Table Three 
Nevada's Ranking for State Grant Aid Funding 
(Out of 50 States and the District of Columbia) 





Nevada 


Nevada 


Cateaorv Ranked 


1991-92 


1992-93 


State Grant Programs 


39th 


38th 


Per Headcount Student 


38th 


38th 


Per FTE Student 


33rd 


35th 


Need-Based State Grant Programs 


50th 


50th 


Per Headcount Student 


51st 


51st 


Per FTE Student 


51st 


51st 



Sources: NASSGP, 23rd and 24th Annual Reports (Grant and FTE enrollment 
information), Chronicle of Higher Education Almanac (Headcount enrollment 
information). ^7 
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Figures Eight and Nine feature breakdowns in federal funding for 1991-92 and 1992- 
93 for UCCSN community colleges and universities. For UCCSN community colleges during 
1991-92, 72% of federal funds or $3,143,962 were in the form of grants, 22% or $944,702 
in loans, and 6% or $274,840 for the College Work Study program. In 1992-93, the 
percentage portion of grants remained constant at 72% or $3,654,453, the percentage 
portion of loans remained constant at 22% or $1,125,893, and the percentage portion of 
funds for College Work Study remained constant at 6% or $314,109. 

For the UCCSN Universities during 1991-92, 27% of federal funds or $5.04 million 
were in the form of grants, 70% or $12.9 million in loans, and 3% or $600,000 for the 
College Work Study program. In 1992-93, the percentage portion of grants dropped to 25% 
or $6.2 million, the percentage portion of loans rose to 72% or $17.6 million, and the 
percentage portion of federal funds for the College Work Study program dropped to 2% or 
$600,000. 

State Grant Programs 

Table Three displays information on Nevada's ranking for state grant aid funding 
when compared to the fifty states and the District of Columbia for 1991-92 and 1992-93. 
When both non-need-based and need-based grant programs are compared across the states, 
Nevada ranked 39th in 1991-92 and 38th in 1992-93, If data are considered per headcount 
enrolled student, Nevada ranked 38th in 1991-92 and 38th in 1992-93. When data are 
considered per PTE student, Nevada ranked 33rd in 1991-92 and 35th in 1992-93, 

For need-based state grant programs, Nevada ranks 50th in both 1991-92 and 1992- 
93. When these data are presented per headcount enrolled student, Nevada ranked 51st in 
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Figure Ten 
Need-Based vs. Non-Need-Based Aid 



1992-1993 
(Total $51.3) 



Need-Based 50% 
$25.9 




Non-Need-Based 50% 
$25.4 



Figure Eleven 
Need-Based Aid By Type 
1992-1993 



Loans $14,163,660 55% 



Scholarships $249,245 1% 




Work $1,125,873 4% 



Gi^nxs $10,291,320 40% 

Table Four 
Need^Based Aid By Source 
1992-1993 



Source 


Amount 


% of Total 


Federal 


$24,919,811 


96.3% 


State 


$ 869.081 


3.4% 


Institutional 


$ 58.063 


0.2% 


Private 


$ 41.200 


0.2% 


Total 


$25,888,155 


100.0% 
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both 1991-92 and 1992-93; and Nevada ranked 51st in both 1991-92 and 1992-93 per FTE 
student. 

Need-Based vs, Non-Need-Based Student Aid 
Figures Ten and Eleven and Table Four display figures for need-based and non-need- 
based student aid. In 1992-93, about 50% ($25.9 million) went to need-based aid and about 
50% ($25.4 million) went to non-need-based aid. Fifty-five percent (55%) of the need-based 
portion ($14.2 million) was in the form of loans, 40% or $10.3 million in grants, 4% or $1.1 
million in Work Study, and 1% or $250,000 in scholarships. Over ninety-six percent (96.3%) 
of need-based aid was from federal funds, 3.4% was from state assistance, and 0.4% was 
from institutional and private aid. 

Unmet Student Need 
Many students who apply for student financial assistance in the UCCSN do not 
receive it. In 1992-93, 7,186 students applied for aid at community colleges in the UCCSN. 
Only 3,836 of these students, about 50%, received aid. The universities estimate that 14,789 
students applied for need-based aid and scholarships (does not include non-federal student 
employment or graduate assistant wages). Only 7,147 of these applicants, about 50%, 

Table Five 
Unmet Student Need, 1992-93 

# Applicants # Receiving 
Comm. Colleges 7.186 3.836 (53.4%) 

Universities* 14.789 7.147 (48.3%) 

* University figures do not include non-federal student 
employment or graduate assistant wages. 

10 

13 



received assistance. 

New State Funding for Access in 1993-95 Biennium 
This study reports data for 1992-93 and compares it to data in previous years. Not 
included in this study are new state funding amounts being expended in 1993-94 and to be 
expended in 1994-95 for improving access to higher education in Nevada. These monies 
result from a change in tuition policy by the Board of Regents which allocates one-half of 
all student tuition and fee increases dedicated to the state budget to student financial 
assistance for improving access. In 1993-94, it was estimated by UCCSN budget personnel 
that these monies systemwide would total $1.76 million. In 1994-95, the amount of access 
monies could reach $3 million. This initiative promises to dramatically alter and expand the 
efforts of the UCCSN and the State in funding student aid. Indeed, if current projections 
hold, the 1994-95 report could show Nevada rising in the rankings to 36th for all state grant 
programs and 38th for need-based programs. 

Summary and Conclusions 
In conclusion, the following trends exist in student financial aid: 

► Total UCCSN student aid increased by nearly 18% from 1991-92 to 1992-93. 

► The percentage portion of federal aid in the UCCSN increased while the 
percentage portion of state aid decreased from 1991-92 to 1992-93. 

► The percentage portion of aid in the form of loans increased while the 
percentage portion of aid in the form of grants remained constant. 

► Nevada's community colleges have a greater percentage portion of grants and 
a lower percentage portion of loans when compared to Nevada's universities. 

11 



Nevada's community colleges have relatively fewer funds available from 
private sources when compared to the universities. 

There continues to be a shift in federal funding of financial aid from grants 
to loans. This trend will likely escalate dramatically in 1993-94 when the 
number of Pell Grant awards will decrease. 

Nevada again ranks last- 5 1st- for 1992-93 among the states and the District 
of Columbia for state grant funding in need-based programs. The Nevada 
Access monies, initiated in 1993-94, should dramatically increase state 
assistance to Nevadans and may improve Nevada's ranking to 38th by 1994-95. 
About half of UCCSN student aid is need-based. Nearly all of this need- 
based aid is federally funded. More than half is in the form of loans. 
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Appendix Table 1 

ESTIMATED TOTAL GRANT AID AWARDED BY STATE PRCX5RAMS 
1992-1993- Includes Need-Based and Non-Need-Based 



(I) New York $577,495,000 
(?) California $237,880,000 

(3) Illinois $225,141,000 

(4) Pennsylvania $i 73,376,000 
S "^^^^ $131,220,000 
^) New Jersey $129,073,000 

S P.^u. $94,131,000 

(8) Michigan $ 83.549,000 

(9) Minnesota $83,190,000 
10) Florida $76,339,000 

(I I) North Carolina $ 70,406.000 
Iowa $64,109,000 

(13) Massachusetts $ 59,115 ooo 

(14) Indiana $56.'l9l!ooO 

(15) Wisconsin $47,944,000 

(16) Oklahoma $40,510,000 

(17) Connecticut $ 36,105.000 

(18) Kentucky $27,783,000 

(19) Maryland $26,960,000 

(20) Virginia $ 26.879.000 

(21) Colorado $ 26.344,000 

(22) Georgia $ 25.990,000 

(23) Washington $ 24,570.000 

(24) Tennessee $ 24,471 .000 

(25) Missouri $21,616,000 

(26) South Carolina $ 18.315.000 

(27) New Mexico $ 16.017,000 

(28) West Virginia $ 14.894,000 

(29) Alabama $ 1 4 j 83,000 

(30) Oregon $ 12,606,000 
(3^) ^a^i $ 12,556.000 

(32) Vermont $ 11,271,000 

(33) Rhode Island $ 9,586,000 

(34) Louisiana $ 7.666!oOO 

(35) Arkansas $ 7,134,000 

(36) Kansas $ 6.993,000 

(37) Maine $ 5,200,000 
m NEVADA $ 3.869.000 

(39) Nebraska $ 2.613,000 

(40) North Dakota $ 2,459,000 

(41) Alaska $ 2.447,000 

(42) Arizona $ 2.442.000 

(43) New Hampshire $ 1,610.000 

(44) Delaware $ 1.550.000 

(45) Mississippi $ 1,351.000 

(46) District of Columbia $ 1,068,000 

(47) idaho $ 1.012.000 

(48) Hawaii $ 724.000 

(49) South Dakota $ 677.000 

(50) Montana $ 418,000 

(51) Wyoming $ 225.000 

Source: National Association of State Scholarship and 
Grant Programs (NASSGP). 24th AnnuaJ Survey. 1992-93. 
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Appendix Table J 

ESTIMATHJ TOTAL GRANT AID AWARDED FROM STATE PROGRAMS PER ENROLLED STRIDENT 
1992-1993- Includes Need-Based and NonrNeed-Based 



(1) 


New York 




(2) 


New Jersey 




(3) 


Iowa 




(4) 


Minnesota 


PO 


(5) 


Vermont 




(6) 


Illinois 


lixifl flo 


(7) 


Pennsylvania 




(8) 


Oklahoma 




(9) 


OonnecticLit 




(10) 


Indiana 




Ml) 


North r^flrnlirifl 






Now MAYirn 


♦171 on 
*1 / I .oO 




Wdst Vtrainifi 

* T V9i VIIUII HQ 


<i Afl 1 n 




Ohio 






Wisconsin 

* T 19 Wl 1911 1 




(16) 


Kentucky 


$1 47 ftO 


(17) 


MichiQan 


$147 OO 


(18) 


Texas 


00 


(19) 


Massach usetts 


$141 on 

»P 1 "t 1 (WW 


(20) 


Florida 


$124.80 


(21) 


Rhode Island 


$121.20 


(22) 


California 


$117.50 


(23) 


Colorado 


$1 12.00 


(24) 


South Carolina 


$111.10 


(25) 


Tennessee 


$1 02.80 


(26) 


Maryland 


$100 60 


(27) 


Utah 


$ 96.30 


(28) 


Georgia 


$ 93.80 


(29) 


Maine 


$ 90.90 


(30) 


Washington 


$ 89.40 


(31) 


Alaska 


$ 79.50 


(32) 


Arkansas 


$ 75.60 


(33) 


Virginia 


$ 75.40 


(33) 


Oregon 


$ 75.40 


(35) 


Missouri 


$ 72.70 


(36) 


North Dakota 


$ 63.50 


(37) 


Alabama 


$63.20 


(38) 


NEVADA 


$58.80 


(39) 


Kansas 


$41.70 


(40) 


Louisiana 


$38.80 


(41) 


Delaware 


$36.10 


(42) 


New Hampshire 


$25.30 


(43) 


Nebraska 


$23.00 


(44) 


South Dakota 


$ 18.60 


(45) 


Idaho 


$ 18.30 


(46) 


District of Columbia 


$ 13.70 


(47) 


Hawaii 


$ 12.60 


(48) 


Montana 


$ 11.10 


(49) 


Mississippi 


$ 10.80 


(50) 


Arizona 


$ 9.00 


(51) 


Wyoming 


$ 7.00 



Financial Source: NASSGP, 24th Annual Survey, 1992-93, 
Enrollment Source: Chronicle of Higher Education Almanac, 1993. 
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Appendix Table K 

ESTIMATED TOTAL GRANT AID AWARDED FROM STATE PROGRAMS PER PTE ENROLLMENT 
1992-1993- includes Need-Based and Non-Need-Based 



(1) 


New York 


$997 


(2) 


New Jersey 


$667 


(3) 


Illinois 


$696 


(4) 


Minnesota 


$590 


(5) 


Iowa 


$587 


(6) 


Pennsylvania 


$496 


(7) 


Vermont 


$483 


(8) 


Oklahoma 


$427 


(9) 


California 


$366 


(10) 


New Mexico 


$360 


(11) 


North Carolina 


$340 


(12) 


Indiana 


$334 


(13) 


Connecticut 


$327 


(14) 


Florida 


$322 


(15) 


Ohio 


$314 


(16) 


Michigan 


$307 


(17) 


West Virginia 


$283 


(18) 


Massachusetts 


$269 


(18) 


Wisconsin 


$269 


(20) 


Kentucky 


$265 


(21) 


Maryland 


$243 


(22) 


Texas 


$239 


(23) 


Rhode Island 


$221 


(24) 


Colorado 


$203 


(25) 


Georgia 


$180 


(25) 


South Carolina 


$160 


(27) 


Tennessee 


$178 


(27) 


Washington 


$176 


(29) 


Maine 


$158 


(30) 


Utah 


$155 


(31) 


Missouri 


$145 


(31) 


Oregon 


$145 


(33) 


Virginia 


$142 


(34) 


Arkansas 


$120 


(35) 


NEVADA 


$107 


(36) 


Alabama 


$ 84 


(36) 


North Dakota 


$ 84 


(36) 


Kansas 


$ 81 


(39) 


Louisiana 


$ 62 


(40) 


Delaware 


$ 5o 


(41) 


AtasKa 


$ 49 


(42) 


New Hampsire 


$ 43 




r>ieDrasKa 




(44) 


South Dakota 


$29 


(45) 


District of Columbia 


$28 


(46) 


Hawaii 


$26 


(46) 


Idaho 


$ 26 


(46) 


Arizona 


$24 


(49) 


Montana 


$ 17 


(50) 


Mississippi 


$ 15 


(51) 


Wyoming 


$ 13 



Source: NASSGP. 24th Annual Survey, 1992-93. 
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Appendix Table L 
ESnMATH) TOTAL GRANT AID AWARDED BY STATE PROGRAMS 
NEED-BASED ONLY 1 992-1 993 



(1) 


New York 


$564,769,000 


(2) 


Illinois 


$203,532,000 


(3) 


Pennsyh/ania 


$173,214,000 




Calrfornia 


$153,645,000 


(5) 


New Jersey 


$120,322,000 


(6) 


Minnesota 


$83,170,000 


(7) 


Michigan 


$ 78,689.000 


(8) 


Ohio 


$ 66.000.000 


(9) 


Indiana 


$55,814,000 


(10) 


Massachusetts 


$ 45.989.000 


(11) 


Wisconsin 


$ 44,224.000 


(12) 


Iowa 


$ 34.067.000 


(13) 


Texas 


$ 30.288,000 


(14) 


Florida 


$ 29,638.000 


(15) 


Washington 


$23,571,000 


(16) 


Maryland 


$21,102*000 


(17) 


Connecticut 


$ 20,805.000 


(18) 


Kentucky 


$ 20.520.000 


(19) 


South Carolina 


$ 17.105.000 


(20) 


Colorado 


$ 15.824.000 


(21) 


Oklahoma 


$ 14.921,000 


(22) 


Tennessee 


$ 13.723.000 


(23) 


Oregon 


$ 12.606,000 


(24) 


Vermont 


$ 11.271.000 


(25) 


Missouri 


$ 1 1 .097.000 


(26) 


Rhode Island 


$ 9.586,000 


(27) 


New Mexico 


$ 8.890.000 


(28) 


Kansas 


$ 6.894.000 


(29) 


Virginia 


$ o,6o4.000 


(30) 


Arkansas 


$ 6.319.00Q 


(31) 


West Virginia 


$ 5.868,000 


(32) 


Maine 


$ 5.200,000 


(33) 


Louisiana 


0t £4 AC AAA 

$ 5.125,000 


(34) 


Georgia 


tf> >l AC4 AAA 

$ 4.901 .000 


(35) 


North Carolina 


^ >l f)Aj< AAA 

$ 4.324,000 


(36) 


Nebraska 


A A ^ 4 ^4 AAA 

$ 2,613.000 


(37) 


Arizona 


A A ^>IA AAA 

$ 2.442,000 


(38) 


Alabama 


^ A 04 O AAA 

$ 2,313,000 


(39) 


North Dakota 


^ A 4 ^A AAA 

$ 2,162,000 


(40) 


Delaware 


> 1 .ooU.OQU 


(41) 


New Hampshire 


$ 1 ,230.UUU 


(42) 


Mississippi 






man 


9 1 1 1 1 w.UUw 


(44) 


District of Columbia 


$ 1.068,000 


(45) 


Idaho 


$ 747,000 


(46) 


Hawaii 


$ 724,000 


(47) 


South Dakota 


$ 587.000 


(48) 


Alaska 


$ 470,000 


(49) 


Montana 


$ 418,000 


m 


NEVADA 


f 401.000 


(51) 


Wyoming 


$ 225.000 



Source: NASSGP. 24th Annual Survey, 1992-93. 
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Appendix Table M 

ESTIMATED TOTAL GfWff AID AWARDED FROM STATE PROGRAMS PER ENROLLED STUDEhfT 

NEEOBASED ONLY 1 992*93 



0) 


New York 


£534 50 


(2) 


New Jersey 




(3) 


Minnesota 


10 


w 


Vermont 


10 

1 . 1 U 


(5) 


Pennsyh/ania 




(6) 


Hlinois 


to70 10 


(7) 


Iowa 


IIQQ PO 


(8) 


Indiana 




(9) 


Wisconsin 


^1 1 o 


(10) 


Michigan 


$138.40 


(11) 


Connecticut 


$125.40 


(12) 


Rhode Island 


S121 20 


(13) 


Ohio 


$11 5.90 


(14) 


Massachusetts 


$1 09.70 


(15) 


Kentucky 


$109.30 


(16) 


South Carolina 


$103.70 


(17) 


New Mexico 


$ 95.10 


(18) 


Maine 


$ 90.90 


(19) 


Washington 


^ ft'^ AO 


(20) 


Oklahoma 


t A1 'V) 


(21) 


Maryland 


i 7fl AO 


(22) 


California 


$ 75.90 


(23) 


Oregon 




(24) 


Colorado 


S 67 30 


(25) 


Arkansas 


$ 67.00 


(26) 


West Virginia 


$ 66.20 


(27) 


Tennessee 


$ 57.60 


(28) 


North Dakota 


$ 55.80 


(29) 


Florida 


$ 48.40 


(30) 


Kansas 


$ 41.60 


(31) 


Missouri 


$ 37.30 


(32) 


Texas 


$ 33.00 


(33) 


Delaware 


$ 30.90 


(34) 


Louisiana 


$ 26.00 


(35) 


Nebraska 


$ 23.00 


(36) 


New Hampshire 


$ 1 9.70 


(37) 


Virginia 


$ 18.70 


(38) 


Georgia 


$ 17.90 


(39) 


South DakoU 


$ 16.20 


(40) 


Alaska 


$ 15.30 


(41) 


District of Columbia 


$ 13.70 


(42) 


Idaho 


$ 13.50 


(43) 


Hawaii 


$ 12.60 


(44) 


North Carolina 


$ 11.60 


(45) 


Montana 


$11.00 


(46) 


Alabama 


$ 10.30 


(47) 


Mississippi 


$ 9.90 


(48) 


Arizona 


$ 8.90 


(49) 


Lftah 


$ 8.50 


(50) 


Wyoming 


$ 7.00 


Jgll 


NEVADA 


$ 6.40 



Financial Source: NASSGP, 24th Annual Survey, 1992-93. 
Enrollment Source: Chronicle of Higher Education Almanac. 
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Appendix Table N 

ESTIMATHJ TOTAL GRANT AID AWARDED FROM STATE PROGRAMS PER PTE ENROLLMENT 

NEEDBASED ONLY 1 992*93 



(1) 


New York 


$982 


(2) 


New Jersey 


$d09 


(3) 


Illinois 


$632 


(4) 


Minnesota 


$590 


(5) 


Pennsylvania 


$498 


(6) 


Vermont 


$483 


(7) 


Indiana 


$332 


(8) 


Iowa 


$313 


(9) 


Michigan 


$288 


(10) 


Connecticut 


$281 


(11) 


Wisconsin 


$248 


(12) 


California 


$235 


(13) 


Ohio 


$221 


(14) 


Rhode Island 


$213 


(15) 


Massachusetts 


$209 


(16) 


Kentucky 


$195 


(17) 


New Mexico 


$193 


(18) 


Maryland 


$189 


(19) 


Washington 


$171 


(20) 


South Carolina 


$1S8 


(21) 


Maine 


$158 


(22) 


Oklahoma 


$148 


(23) 


Oregon 


$145 


(24) 


Florida 


$126 


(25) 


Colorado 


$124 


(26) 


West Virginia 


$111 


(27) 


Arkansas 


$104 


(28) 


Tennessee 


$99 


(29) 


Kansas 


$ 80 


(30) 


North Dakota 


$75 


(31) 


Missouri 


$ 74 


(32) 


Texas 


$ 63 


(33) 


Delaware 


$ 49 


(34) 


Alaska 


$47 


(34) 


Nebraska 


$47 


(36) 


Louisiana 


$42 


(37) 


New Hampsire 


$38 


(38) 


Virginia 


$37 


(39) 


Georgia 


$34 


(40) 


District of Columbia 


$28 


(41) 


Hawaii 


$26 


(41) 


South Dakota 


$26 


(43) 


Arizona 


% 24 


(44) 


Idaho 


$18 


(45) 


Montana 


$17 


(46) 


North Carolina 


$ 16 


(47) 


Utah 


$15 


(48) 


Alabama 


$14 


(48) 


Mississippi 


$14 


(50) 


Wyoming 


$13 


fill 


NEVADA 


tis 



Source: NASSQP. 24th Annual Survey. 1902*93. 




